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(57) ABSTRACT

An input is received relative to a user objective. An appli-
cation placement consideration is established based upon, at
least in part, the user objective. A best-fit application place-
ment is dynamically determined for a plurality of applica-
tions relative to a plurality of servers based upon, at least in
part, the application placement consideration.
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DYNAMICALLY TUNING SERVER
PLACEMENT

TECHNICAL FIELD

The present disclosure generally relates to server com-
puting environments, and more particularly relates to plac-
ing applications on servers.

BACKGROUND

Server installations may be utilized to provide data cen-
ters, cloud computing resources, and the like. Such server
installation may include a multitude of servers that may each
often host many separate applications. The manner in which
the applications are distributed across the various servers is
often directed at maximizing the utilization of the various
servers and minimizing the costs associated with the opera-
tion of the server installation. The objectives of maximizing
server utilization and minimizing operating costs can be
based on many variables that may often be directed by
various policies that may be established by the operator of
the server installation.

SUMMARY OF THE DISCLOSURE

In a first embodiment a method includes receiving, by a
computing device, an input relative to a user objective. An
application placement consideration may be established
based upon, at least in part, the user objective. A best-fit
application placement may be dynamically determined for a
plurality of applications relative to a plurality of servers
based upon, at least in part, the application placement
consideration.

One or more of the following features may be included.
Establishing the application placement consideration may
include establishing an application placement consideration
priority based upon, at least in part, the user objective.
Dynamically determining the best-fit application placement
may include resolving application placement consideration
conflicts based upon, at least in part, the application place-
ment consideration priority.

The application placement consideration may include one
or more of a server capital expense consideration, a server
operational expense consideration, an application colloca-
tion consideration, and an application anti-location consid-
eration. One or more of the server capital expense consid-
eration and the sever operation expense consideration may
include one or more of a server capital cost, a license cost,
a server setup cost, a server AMC cost; an energy cost, a
system administration cost, and a server life cost.

The best-fit application placement may include resources
assignment optimization of the plurality of servers relative
to the plurality of applications. Dynamically determining the
best-fit application placement may include evaluating a
plurality of application placement considerations and deter-
mining a new placement for the plurality of applications
relative to the plurality of servers.

According to another implementation, a computer pro-
gram product includes a computer readable medium having
a plurality of instructions store on it. When executed by a
processor, the instructions may cause the processor to per-
form operations including receiving an input relative to a
user objective. An application placement consideration may
be established based upon, at least in part, the user objective.
A best-fit application placement may be dynamically deter-
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mined for a plurality of applications relative to a plurality of
servers based upon, at least in part, the application place-
ment consideration.

One or more of the following features may be included.
The instructions for establishing the application placement
consideration may include instructions for establishing an
application placement consideration priority based upon, at
least in part, the user objective. The instructions for dynami-
cally determining the best-fit application placement may
include instructions for resolving application placement
consideration conflicts based upon, at least in part, the
application placement consideration priority.

The application placement consideration may include one
or more of a server capital expense consideration, a server
operational expense consideration, an application colloca-
tion consideration, and an application anti-location consid-
eration. One or more of the server capital expense consid-
eration and the sever operation expense consideration may
include one or more of a server capital cost, a license cost,
a server setup cost, a server AMC cost; an energy cost, a
system administration cost, and a server life cost.

The best-fit application placement may include resources
assignment optimization of the plurality of servers relative
to the a plurality of applications. The instructions for
dynamically determining the best-fit application placement
may include instructions for evaluating a plurality of appli-
cation placement considerations and determining a new
placement for the plurality of applications relative to the
plurality of servers.

According to yet another implementation, a system
includes a processor and a memory architecture coupled
with the processor. A first software module may be execut-
able by the processor and the memory architecture. The first
software module may be configured to receive an input
relative to a user objective. A second software module may
be executable by the processor and the memory architecture.
The second software module may be configured to establish
an application placement consideration based upon, at least
in part, the user objective. A third software module may be
executable by the processor and the memory architecture.
The third software module configured to dynamically deter-
mine a best-fit application placement for a plurality of
applications relative to a plurality of servers based upon, at
least in part, the application placement consideration.

One or more of the following features may be included.
The second software module, configured to establish the
application placement consideration, may be further config-
ured to establish an application placement consideration
priority based upon, at least in part, the user objective. The
third software module, configured to dynamically determine
the best-fit application placement, may be further configured
to resolve application placement consideration conflicts
based upon, at least in part, the application placement
consideration priority.

The application placement consideration may include one
or more of a server capital expense consideration, a server
operational expense consideration, an application colloca-
tion consideration, and an application anti-location consid-
eration. One or more of the server capital expense consid-
eration and the sever operation expense consideration
include one or more of a server capital cost, a license cost,
a server setup cost, a server AMC cost; an energy cost, a
system administration cost, and a server life cost.

The best-fit application placement may include resources
assignment optimization of the plurality of servers relative
to the a plurality of applications. The third software module,
configured to dynamically determine the best-fit application
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placement, is further configured to evaluate a plurality of
application placement considerations and determining a new
placement for the plurality of applications relative to the
plurality of servers.

The details of one or more implementations are set forth
in the accompanying drawings and the description below.
Other features will become apparent from the description,
the drawings, and the claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 diagrammatically depicts a tuning process coupled
to a cloud computing environment.

FIG. 2 is a flowchart of a process executed by the tuning
process of FIG. 1.

FIG. 3 diagrammatically depicts an application to server
map that may be generated by the tuning process of FIG. 1.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF ILLUSTRATIVE
EMBODIMENTS

As will be appreciated by one skilled in the art, the present
invention may be embodied as a method, system, or com-
puter program product. Accordingly, the present invention
may take the form of an entirely hardware embodiment, an
entirely software embodiment (including firmware, resident
software, micro-code, etc.) or an embodiment combining
software and hardware aspects that may all generally be
referred to herein as a “circuit,” “module” or “system.”
Furthermore, the present invention may take the form of a
computer program product on a computer-usable storage
medium having computer-usable program code embodied in
the medium.

Any suitable computer usable or computer readable
medium may be utilized. The computer readable medium
may be a computer readable signal medium or a computer
readable storage medium. A computer-usable, or computer-
readable, storage medium (including a storage device asso-
ciated with a computing device or client electronic device)
may be, for example, but not limited to, an electronic,
magnetic, optical, electromagnetic, infrared, or semiconduc-
tor system, apparatus, or device, or any suitable combination
of the foregoing. More specific examples (a non-exhaustive
list) of the computer-readable medium would include the
following: an electrical connection having one or more
wires, a portable computer diskette, a hard disk, a random
access memory (RAM), a read-only memory (ROM), an
erasable programmable read-only memory (EPROM or
Flash memory), an optical fiber, a portable compact disc
read-only memory (CD-ROM), an optical storage device. In
the context of this document, a computer-usable, or com-
puter-readable, storage medium may be any tangible
medium that can contain, or store a program for use by or in
connection with the instruction execution system, apparatus,
or device.

A computer readable signal medium may include a propa-
gated data signal with computer readable program coded
embodied therein, for example, in baseband or as part of a
carrier wave. Such a propagated signal may take any of a
variety of forms, including, but not limited to, electro-
magnetic, optical, or any suitable combination thereof. A
computer readable signal medium may be any computer
readable medium that is not a computer readable storage
medium and that can communicate, propagate, or transport
a program for use by or in connection with an instruction
execution system, apparatus, or device.
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Program code embodied on a computer readable medium
may be transmitted using any appropriate medium, includ-
ing but not limited to wireless, wireline, optical fiber cable,
RF, etc., or any suitable combination of the foregoing.

Computer program code for carrying out operations of the
present invention may be written in an object oriented
programming language such as Java, Smalltalk, C++ or the
like. However, the computer program code for carrying out
operations of the present invention may also be written in
conventional procedural programming languages, such as
the “C” programming language or similar programming
languages. The program code may execute entirely on the
user’s computer, partly on the user’s computer, as a stand-
alone software package, partly on the user’s computer and
partly on a remote computer or entirely on the remote
computer or server. In the latter scenario, the remote com-
puter may be connected to the user’s computer through a
local area network (LAN) or a wide area network (WAN), or
the connection may be made to an external computer (for
example, through the Internet using an Internet Service
Provider).

The present invention is described below with reference
to flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams of methods,
apparatus (systems) and computer program products accord-
ing to embodiments of the invention. It will be understood
that each block of the flowchart illustrations and/or block
diagrams, and combinations of blocks in the flowchart
illustrations and/or block diagrams, can be implemented by
computer program instructions. These computer program
instructions may be provided to a processor of a general
purpose computer, special purpose computer, or other pro-
grammable data processing apparatus to produce a machine,
such that the instructions, which execute via the processor of
the computer or other programmable data processing appa-
ratus, create means for implementing the functions/acts
specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or
blocks.

These computer program instructions may also be stored
in a computer-readable memory that can direct a computer
or other programmable data processing apparatus to function
in a particular manner, such that the instructions stored in the
computer-readable memory produce an article of manufac-
ture including instructions which implement the function/act
specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or
blocks.

The computer program instructions may also be loaded
onto a computer or other programmable data processing
apparatus to cause a series of operational steps to be per-
formed on the computer or other programmable apparatus to
produce a computer implemented process such that the
instructions which execute on the computer or other pro-
grammable apparatus provide steps for implementing the
functions/acts specified in the flowchart and/or block dia-
gram block or blocks.

Referring to FIG. 1, there is shown tuning process 10 that
may determine, at least in part, application placement within
server computing environment 12. Server computing envi-
ronment may include, but is not limited to, for example, a
public or private cloud computing environment, a data
center, or other environment including a plurality of server
computers executing a plurality of applications. As shown,
server computing environment 12 may include hardware
resources 14 and software resources 16. Hardware resources
14 may include, but are not limited to, one or more server
computers (e.g., servers sl through sn) and one or more
storage devices (e.g., storage devices d1 through dn). Soft-
ware resources 16 may include one or more server based
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applications (e.g., applications al through an). Applications
al-an may include, at least in part, virtual machines that may
execute various additional applications. Further, one or more
of applications al through an may (but is not required to)
include a multi-tier application. As is understood, a multi-
tier application may include a plurality of interacting mod-
ules and/or components, or may include a plurality of
discrete, interacting applications. For example, a multi-tier
application may include a user interface component (e.g.,
which may generate and output displays that may be viewed
by clients C1 through Cn), an application component (e.g.,
which may control the application’s functionality), and a
data component (e.g., which may store and retrieve infor-
mation that may be utilized by the application component).
Other examples of multi-tier applications may include com-
ponents having differing functionality, and as such, the
foregoing example should not be construed as a limitation of
the present disclosure.

An example of servers sl through sn (e.g., which may
include one or more processors and one or more memory
architectures; not shown) may include, but is not limited to,
ablade server (such as an IBM BladeCenter PS704 Express)
or other server computer. Examples of storage devices d1
through dn may include, but are not limited to, a hard disk
drive, a solid state drive, an optical drive, random access
memory, read only memory, and the like. Servers s1 through
sn may each execute an appropriate operating system, such
as Red Hat® Linux® for example, which may be stored on
one or more of storage devices d1 through dn. (Red Hat is
a registered trademark of Red Hat Corporation in the United
States, other countries or both; and Linux is a registered
trademark of Linus Torvalds in the United States, other
countries or both.)

While not shown, server computing environment 12 may
include additional hardware and software that may allow
hardware resources 14 and software resources 16 to be
accesses by one or more clients (e.g., clients C1 through Cn).
Such additional hardware and software may include, but is
not limited to, e.g., switches, bridges, web servers, and the
like, which may allow clients C1 through Cn to access
hardware resources 14 and/or software resources 16. Addi-
tionally, clients C1 through Cn may access server computing
environment through one or more networks, including, but
not limited to, the Internet, a local area network, a wide area
network, or other computing network. Clients C1 through
Cn may access server computing environment 12 using any
suitable computing devices, including, but not limited to,
desktop computers, notebook computers, mobile computing
devices (e.g., data enabled cellular telephones, netbooks,
personal digital assistants, etc.), executing various software,
such as web browsers or application specific software.

Referring also to FIG. 2, tuning process 10 may receive 50
an input relative to a user objective. Further, tuning process
10 may establish 52 an application placement consideration
based upon, at least in part, the user objective. Tuning
process 10 may also dynamically determine 54 a best-fit
application placement for a plurality of applications relative
to a plurality of servers based upon, at least in part, the
application placement consideration.

In general, tuning process 10 may dynamically determine
54 a best-fit application placement for a plurality of appli-
cations (e.g., applications al-an) on a plurality of servers
(e.g., servers sl-sn, which may be physical hosts for the
applications). The best-fit application placement for the
plurality of applications relative to the plurality of servers
may include, as one objective, a reduction in the capital and
operating costs of server computing environment 12, while
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maintaining an acceptable level of performance of the
applications (e.g., applications al-an) executed on the plu-
rality of servers (e.g., servers sn-s1). As will be appreciated,
a server (e.g., servers sl-sn, which may include a physical
host for applications al-an) may be capable of hosting (e.g.,
running) a plurality of applications (e.g., applications al-an,
which may include one or more virtual machines that may,
in turn, each execute one or more other applications).
However, the manner in which applications al-an are placed
on servers sl-sn (e.g., which applications are executed by
which physical hosts, which applications are executed by a
common physical host, and which applications are executed
by a different physical host from another application) may
influence the capital expenses and operating expenses of
server computing environment 12. A best-fit application
placement for a given group of applications (e.g., applica-
tions al-an) relative to a given group of physical hosts (e.g.,
servers sl-sn) may include a variety of trade-offs and/or
compromises between capital expenses associated with
server computing environment 12, operating expenses asso-
ciated with server computing environment 12, and perfor-
mance of applications executing within server computing
environment.

Consistent with an aspect of the present disclosure,
receiving 50 an input relative to a user objective may
influence the afore-mentioned trade-offs and/or compro-
mises that may occur in achieving a best-fit application
placement. As used herein, the user may include the end user
or customer entity (e.g., an individual, a corporate entity, or
the like) having applications hosted by server computing
environment 12. It will be appreciated that server computing
environment 12 may include a plurality of discrete users
having a plurality of discrete applications hosted by server
computing environment 12. In some instances, the one or
more users may be a discrete entity from the operator of
server computing environment 12. For example, the operator
of server computing environment 12 may include the owner
of the physical resources (e.g., servers s1-sn), the adminis-
trator of the server computing environment.

Based upon, at least in part, the input received 50 relative
to the user objective, tuning process 10 may establish 52 an
application placement consideration, e.g., which may, in
part, influence the best-fit application placement. The input
relative to the user objective may be received, e.g., via any
suitable interface such as a REST API (representational state
transfer application programming interface), webservice, or
the like. The objective of the user may include, for example,
a business objective or business goal of the user (e.g., with
respect to the use and/or management of the applications
hosted by server computing environment 12). For example,
user objectives with respect to applications hosted by server
computing environment 12 may include, but is not limited
to, optimized performance of the applications, optimized
availability of the applications, reduced capital expense,
reduces operating expense, etc.

Tuning process 10 may establish 52 an application place-
ment consideration based upon, at least in part, the received
50 input relative to the user objective. Establishing 52 an
application placement consideration may include mapping
the objective of the user to a consideration that may be used
as an input, or may otherwise influence, the best-fit appli-
cation placement. For example, an application placement
consideration may be established 52 to optimize one or more
of a server capital expense consideration, a server opera-
tional expense consideration, an application collocation con-
sideration, and an application anti-location consideration.
Further the received 50 input may include user objectives
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related to one or more of a server capital cost, a license cost,
a server setup cost, a server annual maintenance contract
cost (AMC cost) for maintenance of the system and/or
software; an energy cost, a system administration cost, and
a server life cost. The received 50 input may also include a
designation of each of the foregoing items being included as
a capital expense or an operating expense.

Establishing 52 the application placement consideration
may include establishing 56 an application placement con-
sideration priority based upon, at least in part, the user
objective. Further, dynamically determining 54 the best-fit
application placement may include resolving 58 application
placement consideration conflicts based upon, at least in
part, the application placement consideration priority. For
example, tuning process 10 may receive an input relative to
a user objective that may indicate that a user objective of
optimizing (e.g., reducing) capital expense. As such, tuning
process 10 may establish an application placement consid-
eration priority in favor of collocation of applications (e.g.,
hosting applications al and a2 on common physical server
s1). Such collocation of applications al and a2 may optimize
physical resources. However, applications al and a2 may,
for example, be bandwidth intensive applications that may
exhibit greater performance when anti-located (e.g., each of
applications al and al are hosted on separate physical
servers). As such, a conflict between collocation (and therein
optimized capital expense) and optimized performance may
be resolved 58 in favor of collocation based upon, at least in
part, the established 52 application placement consideration
priority for collocation. Accordingly, a best-fit application
placement may include collocating applications al and a2 on
the same server (e.g., s1). Similarly, based upon, at least in
part, a received 50 input relative to a user objective for
optimized performance of a particular application (e.g.,
application a3), tuning process 10 may establish 56 a loca-
tion priority with respect to a particular server (e.g., server
s2), which may, for example, include particular hardware
resources that may provided improved performance of appli-
cation a3 when hosted by server s2, as compared to being
hosted by another server (e.g., which may not include the
particular hardware resources). In such a situation, a conflict
between the preference for performance (e.g., which may
indicate a desirability of application a3 being hosted by
server s2) and capital expense (e.g., which may result from
hosting application a3 on server s2, as opposed to hosting
application a3 on another server) may be resolved 58 based
upon, at least in part, the established 56 application place-
ment consideration priority (e.g., which may include the
location priority).

Consistent with the foregoing, tuning process may estab-
lish 52 application placement considerations, and may estab-
lish 56 placement consideration priorities, according to
received 50 inputs related to user objectives. Further, tuning
process may dynamically determine 54 a best-fit application
placement for a plurality of applications relative to a plu-
rality of servers, based upon, at least in part, the application
placement considerations. In this manner, dynamically
determining 54 best-fit application placement may include
an at least partially stochastic process, in which the appli-
cation considerations and application consideration priori-
ties are not fixed, but may depend upon inputs received
relating to user objectives. As such, the user objectives may
influence the placement of the plurality of applications
relative to the plurality of servers.

As discussed above, tuning process 10 may establish 52
one or more application placement considerations based
upon, at least in part, received 50 inputs related to user
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objectives. However, it will be appreciated that user objec-
tives may not influence all possible application placement
considerations. As such, default application placement con-
siderations may be included. Such default application place-
ment considerations may relate to, but are not limited to,
optimizing capital expense, optimizing operational expense,
rules relating to collocation and anti-location of applica-
tions, performance optimization, and the like. Such default
application placement considerations may include default
priorities (e.g., for the purpose of resolving conflicts with
other application placement considerations). In the absence
of being modified by received 50 inputs related to user
objectives, default priorities of default application place-
ment considerations may be based upon, at least in part,
policies established by the server computer environment
operator, historical performance and cost data collected by
monitoring various attributes of server computer environ-
ment 12 over a course of time, etc. However, the default
application placement considerations and default priorities
thereof, may be modified based upon, at least in part,
received 50 inputs related to user objectives (e.g., via
establishing 52 application placement considerations by
tuning process 10).

As generally described above, the best-fit application
placement may include resources assignment optimization
of the plurality of servers relative to the plurality of appli-
cations. That is the best-fit application placement may create
an application hosting map that may indicate which appli-
cations should be hosted by which servers in order to
optimize capital expense, operating expense, performance,
and the like, taking into consideration the application place-
ment considerations (and application placement consider-
ation priorities) established 52 based upon the received 50
inputs related to the user objectives. Referring to FIG. 3, and
continuing with the foregoing example, an application map
is diagrammatically depicted in which applications al and
a2 may desirably be collocated on the same server (e.g.,
server s1) and application a3 may be located on a specific
server (e.g., server s2) having particular hardware resources.
Further, server s3 may be unpopulated, thereby saving
operational expense. It should be noted that, for the purpose
of clarity or illustration and description, while only three
servers (namely servers s1, s2, s3) and three applications
(namely applications al, a2, a3) are depicted, server com-
puting environment may include any number of servers and
applications depending upon user need and design criteria,
and should not be construed as a limitation of the present
disclosure.

Dynamically determining 54 the best-fit application
placement may include evaluating 60 a plurality of appli-
cation placement considerations (e.g., which may include
both default application placement considerations as well as
application placement considerations established 52 based
upon, at least in part, received 50 inputs related to user
objectives) and determine a new placement for the plurality
of applications relative to the plurality of servers. For
example, as tuning process 10 may dynamically determine
54 a best-fit application placement, at any point in time
(either in real time or at time intervals) that an application
placement consideration may be established 52 (e.g., based
upon a received 50 input), or an application consideration
priority may be established 56 or changed, tuning process 10
may evaluate 60 the application placement considerations
and determine a new placement of the plurality of applica-
tions relative to the plurality of servers, which may be
different than a prior placement. In this regard, when
dynamically determining 54 best-fit application placement,
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tuning process 10 may consider (e.g., evaluate 60) all
application placement considerations, and any application
consideration priorities, from all users of server computing
environment 12. Further, tuning process 10 may ascertain all
such application considerations and application consider-
ation priorities prior to dynamically determining 54 the
best-fit application placement, thereby allowing the dynami-
cally determined 54 best-fit application placement to be
based upon, at least in part, such application placement
considerations and application placement consideration pri-
orities.

For example, in an embodiment user may provide input
and/or priority indication with respect to various application
placement considerations, including, but not limited to,
Capital Expense (CapEx) of the server, (2) Operational
Expense (OpEx) of the server, (3) collocation of virtual
machines (or other applications), and anti-location of virtual
machines (or other applications). The expense related appli-
cation placement considerations (e.g., CapEx and OpEx)
may be further classified by the user, and the user may
provide input indicating what expense type (e.g., CapEx or
OpEx) each further classification should be categorized as.
Examples of further classifications of expense related appli-
cation placement considerations may include, but are not
limited to, capital cost of servers, additional license cost of
servers based upon, at least in part, processors, setup cost of
servers, AMC cost of server per 12 months, energy cost of
servers per month, system administration cost per server per
month, and useful life of servers (e.g., in terms of the
number of months or years).

In consideration of the foregoing application placement
considerations, the total cost of a server deployment (e.g.,
server farm, data center, etc.) may be calculated as the sum
of CapEx and OpEx cost of each of the servers used for the
server deployment. According to the instant illustrative
embodiment, the server cost C; of a given server may be
defined as the sum of CapEx and OpEx of a given server for
a period of time. For example, to calculate server cost of a
given server for a period of 12 months may be given by:

The total server cost for 12 months=Capital cost of
server+additional processor license cost per 12
months+One time setup cost+AMC for 12
months+energy per month*12 months+sys
admin cost per month*12 months

Continuing with the foregoing illustrative example, the
objective function of the solution may be to minimize the
total cost of the server farm deployment using stochastic
optimization technique while considering the priority of the
application placement considerations. Accordingly, the
objective function may be to minimize the total cost to
deploy all of the application subject to various constraints,
examples of which are provided below for illustrative pur-
poses.

Objective Function

N
Minimize Z Cixi¥i
=1

Subscripts

i Denotes a physical server
j Denotes an application/VM
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Inputs

N=Number of physical servers, i=1 ... N

K=Number of applications/VMs, j=1 .. . K

P,=Processor Capacity of Server i

M,=Memory Capacity of Server i

C~=Cost of Server i

p,(§)=Processor requirement (random) variations for appli-
cation j where p;, vp, are average and standard deviations of
processor usage by application

m,(§)=Memory requirement (random) variations for appli-
cation j where m,, vim; are average and standard deviations
of memory usage by application

SL,=Service level target of application j

n=confidence level desired by applications with respect to
service level targets.

VM Self Management Resource Consumption

It may be noted that, in some instances, virtualization
features may require resources, and such resources may not
be available for application usage.

sp,~Processors consumed by application j on server i.
sm,=Memory consumed by application j on server i
Deterministic Variables

x,~Binary (0 or 1) variable representing the state of server i.
(O=server active 1=server shutdown).

y,~Binary (0 or 1) variable representing the state of partition
j on server i. (O=partition active 1=partition doesn’t exist)
fp,=Amount of processor capacity reserved in common pool
of server 1.

fm,=Amount of memory reserved in common pool of server
i

Random Variables

ep,(E)=Amount of excess quantity above processor capacity
requested by applications deployed on server i.
em,(§)=Amount of excess quantity above memory capacity
requested by applications deployed on server i.
up,(§)=Amount of unutilized processor capacity in server i.
um,(§)=Amount of unutilized memory capacity in server i.
s1(E)=Service level of application j

Constraints to be Solved

1) Processor capacity constraints of server i.

K
D PO +spy) ey +upi(&) —ep,(€) = PV i

=

2) The amount of processor capacity on a server to be
reserved in the common pool may be at least a factor of
standard deviation of the processor workloads of all the
applications deployed on the server.

JoEk*vpfy Vi NG

This constraint may aid in addressing the SLA (service
level agreement) during various application workloads
on the server.

3) In some embodiments it may be desirable to ensure that
each deployed application on a server may get a minimum
amount of processor resources, which may be equal to the
average processor requirement of the application.

K
Dipj+sp ey +fo =PV i
=1

4) Memory capacity constraints of server i.
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K
D 0mj(€) + smy) x vy + umi(€) — emy(§) = MY i

J=1

5) The amount of memory capacity on a server to be
reserved in the common pool may be at least a factor of
standard deviation of the memory workloads of the all
applications deployed on the server.

Smzltvm *y N

This constraint may also aid in addressing the SLLA during
various application workloads on the server.

6) In some embodiments it may be desirable that each
deployed application on a server may get a minimum
amount of memory resources equal to the average
memory consumption of the application.

K
Z(mj +smy) x yij + fy = MV i
=

7) Application j of server i can be activated only if server i
is running.

V%50 Vi j

8) An application can be deployed on only one server.

N
2 vi=1v)
i=1

9) Applications co-location

yijl_yij2:0 Vij

10) Applications anti-location

Yityyp<=1 Vij

11) Application service level constraints. Service level
achieved by an application may desirably be greater than
the service level targets with desired confidence level.

Prisl(8)=SL;}=n

The flowchart and block diagrams in the Figures illustrate
the architecture, functionality, and operation of possible
implementations of systems, methods and computer pro-
gram products according to various embodiments of the
present invention. In this regard, each block in the flowchart
or block diagrams may represent a module, segment, or
portion of code, which comprises one or more executable
instructions for implementing the specified logical function
(s). It should also be noted that, in some alternative imple-
mentations, the functions noted in the block may occur out
of the order noted in the figures. For example, two blocks
shown in succession may, in fact, be executed substantially
concurrently, or the blocks may sometimes be executed in
the reverse order, depending upon the {functionality
involved. It will also be noted that each block of the block
diagrams and/or flowchart illustration, and combinations of
blocks in the block diagrams and/or flowchart illustration,
can be implemented by special purpose hardware-based
systems that perform the specified functions or acts, or
combinations of special purpose hardware and computer
instructions.
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The terminology used herein is for the purpose of describ-
ing particular embodiments only and is not intended to be
limiting of the invention. As used herein, the singular forms
“a”, “an” and “the” are intended to include the plural forms
as well, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. It will
be further understood that the terms “comprises” and/or
“comprising,” when used in this specification, specify the
presence of stated features, integers, steps, operations, ele-
ments, and/or components, but do not preclude the presence
or addition of one or more other features, integers, steps,
operations, elements, components, and/or groups thereof.

The corresponding structures, materials, acts, and equiva-

lents of all means or step plus function elements in the
claims below are intended to include any structure, material,
or act for performing the function in combination with other
claimed elements as specifically claimed. The description of
the present invention has been presented for purposes of
illustration and description, but is not intended to be exhaus-
tive or limited to the invention in the form disclosed. Many
modifications and variations will be apparent to those of
ordinary skill in the art without departing from the scope and
spirit of the invention. The embodiment was chosen and
described in order to best explain the principles of the
invention and the practical application, and to enable others
of ordinary skill in the art to understand the invention for
various embodiments with various modifications as are
suited to the particular use contemplated.
Having thus described the invention of the present applica-
tion in detail and by reference to embodiments thereof, it
will be apparent that modifications and variations are pos-
sible without departing from the scope of the invention
defined in the appended claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer program product comprising a non-transi-
tory computer readable medium having a plurality of
instructions store thereon, which, when executed by a pro-
cessor, cause the processor to perform operations compris-
ing:

receiving an input relative to a user objective, wherein the

input relative to the user objective is dynamically
received via an application programming interface,
wherein the user objective includes at least one of an
optimized performance of an application and an opti-
mized availability of the application;

establishing an application placement consideration based

upon, at least in part, the user objective;
dynamically determining a best-fit application placement
for a plurality of applications relative to a plurality of
servers based upon, at least in part, the application
placement consideration that includes a server capital
expense consideration, a server operational expense
consideration, an application collocation consideration,
a stochastic process, and an application anti-location
consideration, wherein an amount of processor capacity
on each of the plurality of servers is based upon, at least
in part, at least a factor of standard deviation of
processor workloads of the plurality of applications
deployed on each of the plurality of servers;

establishing an application placement consideration pri-
ority;

resolving application placement consideration conflicts

between the application collocation consideration and
the application anti-location consideration based upon,
at least in part, the application placement consideration
priority;

determining a change in the application placement con-

sideration priority based upon, at least in part, the input
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relative to the user objective, wherein the application
placement consideration priority changes between the
application collocation consideration and the applica-
tion anti-location consideration prioritizing where a
first application of the plurality of applications is hosted
relative to where a second application of the plurality of
applications is hosted; and

determining, dynamically, a new placement for at least
one of the first and second application of the plurality
of applications relative to the plurality of servers based
upon, at least in part, the change in the application
placement consideration priority between the applica-
tion collocation consideration and the application anti-
location consideration.

2. The computer program product according to claim 1,
wherein the instructions for establishing the application
placement consideration include instructions for establish-
ing the application placement consideration priority based
upon, at least in part, the user objective.

3. The computer program product according to claim 1,
wherein one or more of the server capital expense consid-
eration and the server operation expense consideration
include one or more of a server capital cost, a license cost,
a server setup cost, a server AMC cost; an energy cost, a
system administration cost, and a server life cost.

4. The computer program product according to claim 1,
wherein the best-fit application placement includes
resources assignment optimization of the plurality of servers
relative to the plurality of applications.

5. The computer program product according to claim 1,
wherein the instructions for dynamically determining the
best-fit application placement include instructions for evalu-
ating a plurality of application placement considerations.

6. A system comprising:

a processor;

a memory architecture coupled with the processor;

a first software module executable by the processor and
the memory architecture, the first software module
configured to receive an input relative to a user objec-
tive, wherein the input relative to the user objective is
dynamically received via an application programming
interface, wherein the user objective includes at least
one of an optimized performance of an application and
an optimized availability of the application;

a second software module executable by the processor
and the memory architecture, the second software mod-
ule configured to establish an application placement
consideration based upon, at least in part, the user
objective;

a third software module executable by the processor and
the memory architecture, the third software module
configured to dynamically determine a best-fit applica-
tion placement for a plurality of applications relative to
a plurality of servers based upon, at least in part, the
application placement consideration that includes a
server capital expense consideration, a server opera-
tional expense consideration, an application collocation
consideration, a stochastic process, and an application
anti-location consideration, wherein an amount of pro-
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cessor capacity on each of the plurality of servers is
based upon, at least in part, at least a factor of standard
deviation of processor workloads of the plurality of
applications deployed on each of the plurality of serv-
ers;

the third software module further configured to establish

an application placement consideration priority, resolve
application placement consideration conflicts between
the application collocation consideration and the appli-
cation anti-location consideration based upon, at least
in part, the application placement consideration prior-
ity, determine a change in the application placement
consideration priority based upon, at least in part, the
input relative to the user objective, wherein the appli-
cation placement consideration priority changes
between the application collocation consideration and
the application anti-location consideration prioritizing
where a first application of the plurality of applications
is hosted relative to where a second application of the
plurality of applications is hosted and determine,
dynamically, a new placement for at least one of the
first and second application of the plurality of applica-
tions relative to the plurality of servers based upon, at
least in part, the change in the application placement
consideration priority between the application colloca-
tion consideration and the application anti-location
consideration.

7. The system according to claim 6, wherein the second
software module, configured to establish the application
placement consideration, is further configured to establish
the application placement consideration priority based upon,
at least in part, the user objective.

8. The system according to claim 6, wherein one or more
of the server capital expense consideration and the server
operation expense consideration include one or more of a
server capital cost, a license cost, a server setup cost, a server
AMC cost; an energy cost, a system administration cost, and
a server life cost.

9. The system according to claim 6, wherein the best-fit
application placement includes resources assignment opti-
mization of the plurality of servers relative to the plurality of
applications.

10. The system according to claim 6, wherein the third
software module, configured to dynamically determine the
best-fit application placement, is further configured to evalu-
ate a plurality of application placement considerations.

11. The computer program product according to claim 1,
wherein resolving application placement consideration con-
flicts is based upon, at least in part, a prior application
placement consideration priority and a prior application
placement consideration from at least one other user.

12. The system according to claim 6, wherein the third
software module, configured to dynamically determine the
best-fit application placement, is further configured to
resolve application placement consideration conflicts based
upon, at least in part, a prior application placement consid-
eration priority and a prior application placement consider-
ation from at least one other user.

#* #* #* #* #*



